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PER CURI AM

Dr. MG Il Wodward appeal s the district court's order grant-
I ng Def endants sunmary judgnent in this defamati on acti on. W have
reviewed the record and the district court's opinion and find no
reversible error. Accordingly, we affirmon the reasoning of the

district court. Whodward v. Wiss, 932 F. Supp. 723 (D.S.C. 1996).°

We di spense with oral argunment because the facts and | egal conten-
tions are adequately presented in the materials before the court

and argunent would not aid the decisional process.

AFFlI RVED

We adopt the district court's reasoning insofar as it
relates to the issues of privilege only. W decline to determ ne
whet her the First Anendnent protections discussed in MIkovich v.
Lorain Journal Co., 497 U.S. 1 (1990), apply in this case involving
a private Plaintiff, non-nedia Defendants, and statenents of
private concern, as resolution of the constitutional issue is not
necessary to the di sposition of the case. See Lapkoff v. WIks, 969
F.2d 78, 81 (4th Cr. 1992).




